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Analyzing the Development of Chinese Uighur Population:2000~2010
Guo Wei Zhao Jiaying

Abstract:Chinese Uighur is an important member of Chinese nation. Based on the aggregate data of Chinese 5"
and 6" National Population Census in 2000 and 2010, this paper calculate a series of demographic indexes to
demonstrate the solidification in geographical distribution and social class of Uighur population and its corre—
sponding potential changes in social split. The results indicate some effective policies to help Chinese Uighur
population efficiently and actively participate in ongoing modernization process in China.

Key words:Uighur population; population quality;social class

The Current Status and Dynamic Characteristics of Xinjiang’s
Population of Major Ethnic Groups
Li Jianxin Chang Qingling

Abstract:Based on the 2010 national census and other data, this article makes a descriptive analysis of the
population of Xinjiang’s major ethnic groups (namely, the Uighur, Han, Kazak, Hui) from the perspective of
dynamic structure. The main findings are as follows: Firstly, in terms of total population, Xinjiang’s population
is always keeping a growth trend ,but the pace of it has slowed down recently. Among them, the population
of Xinjiang’s minorities, such as Uighur, Kazak, Hui, are mainly made up of natural growth, while the
population growth of the Han is mainly from the inflows. Secondly, in terms of population structure, whether
the natural structure or the socio—economic structure, there always exists a significant difference between
the Han and the minorities in Xinjiang. Thirdly, in terms of population distribution, more than half of the
minorities reside in rtural areas and present a high level of residential centralization. However, most of
the Han population live in cities or towns , and their distribution is relatively balanced and dispersed.
Consequently, there is a certain degree of segregation among ethnic groups. Since the Reforms in 1980s, the de—
velopment gap and imbalance still remains and exists among Xinjiang’s ethnic groups in all those 30
years. Currently , it is necessary to totally comprehend the characteristics of population development
and the reality of ethnic difference in this new era, which will lay the foundation for implementing
the spirit of Xinjiang’s work conference.

Key words:Xinjiang s population; major ethnic groups; quantity and structure;development gap see P.21
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